
Before the  Board of Zoning Adjus-~ment, D.C. 

PUBLIC HEARING-F~~. 17, 1965 

Appeal #&I64 Atah S. Ford, appellant. 

The Zoning Administrztor D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, appellee. 

On motion duly mde,  seconded and carr ied with VLT. Hatton not voting t h e  
following Order was entered on May 17, 1965: 

That t he  a p p a l  t o  es tab l i sh  a gasoline service s t a t i o n  a t  407 and 
a1 Cedar S t ree t ,  N.W., l o t s  1 and 2, square 3277, be granted conditionally. 

A s  t he  r e s u l t  of an inspection of the property by t h e  Board, and from the  
records and the  evidence adduced a t  t h e  hearing, the Board f inds  the  following 
facts :  

(1) This i den t i ca l  ap7;eal #70X) was heard and denied by t h i s  Board on 
December 17, 1962. Thereafter, t h e  United S t a t e s  D i s t r i c t  Court f o r  the  
D i s t r i c t  of Colurnbia i n  C i v i l  Action 1051-63 dated December 11, 1964, remanded 
t he  appeal back t o  the Board f o r  f u r the r  hearing. 

(2) Appellant 's l o t s  have frontages of 172.16 f e e t  on Cedar S t r ee t  and 
220.64 fee t  on Blair Road. The property a t  the  easternmost point  i s  UcO 
f e e t  from Cedar S t r e  t t o  Bla i r  Road. The l o t s  contain an area of 12,569 
squar, feet .  

(3) Property across Cedar S t r e e t  from the  s i t e  i s  zoned C-2 but i s  develo2ed 
with a large  apartment building. Property across Bla i r  Road from the s i t e  i s  
a l so  zoned C-2 and i s  developed commercially and f o r  automobile parking. 

(4) Bla i r  Road a t  t h i s  locat ion i s  l e s s  than 25 f e e t  i n  width and i s  a 
"short-cut" f o r  automotive t r a f f i c  from the D i s t r i c t  and other  points vis. 
Cedar S t r ee t  coing i n t o  Piney Branch Road and i n t o  Maryland. 

(5) The Department of Highways and Traf f ic  reported on February 5, 1965 
t h a t  it of i'ers no objection t o  the granting of t h i s  appeal. On Apri l  21, 1965, 
a t  t h e  request of t h e  Bo1crd, t h e  Departrxent made a fu r tker  study and found t h a t  
the construction of a gaaoline service  s t a t i o n  a t  t h i s  locat ion w i l l  not 
create  any c r i t i c a l  t r a f f i c  problems and s t a t ed  t h a t  i f  granted t h a t  Department 
w i l l  place si:;ns r e s t r i c t i n g  l e f t  tu rns  from Blai r  Road i n to  tne  s t a t i o n  during 
rush hours. 

(6) Plans indicate  two entrances on B la i r  Road and two on Cedar S t ree t ,  
a l l  25 f e e t  i n  width. Two gasoline bays w i l l  be provided and t he  service  
building w i l l  be ~ O C Z L ~ ~  on the  easternmost port ion of t h e  property. Tnis 
service buildin,? w i l l  be of t he  Colonial type. 

(7) There wac considerable opposition from t h e  residents res iding on Cedar, 
D a h g i a ,  5th and Butternut S t ree t s .  The l o c a l  c i t i z e n s  Association a l so  opyosed 
the granting of t h i s  appeal. 



OPINION: 

The negative opinion of t he  Board dated December 17, 1962, was based 
l a rge ly  upon the  des i re  of the  Board not t o  approve development which would 
create  a dangerous t r a f f i c  condition. A t  t h e  rehearing the  Department of 
Hi:,hways and Traff ic ,  a f t e r  fur ther  study, was able t o  assure  t he  Board t h a t  
the  proposed service  s t a t i o n  would not c ~ e a t e  a t r a f f i c  problem. The Board i s  
a l so  of t h e  opinion t ha t  a service  s t a t i o n  of Colonial design w i l l  minimize 
the impact of commercial development upon t h e  nearby r e s idan t i a l  area. 

This Order s h a l l  be subject  t o  t h e  following conditions: 

(a) I n s t a l l  li&t guards on a l l  l i g h t s  t o  insure  t h a t  t he  neig.i'ooring 
property w i l l  not be adversely a f fec tmd by any l i g h t s  i n s ~ a l l e d .  

(b) I n s t a l l  shrubs o r  an a t t r a c t i v e  Colonial type wooden fence on t h e  r ea r  
of t h e  proposed s ta t ion.  

(c) Erect  t h e  Colonial s t y l e  service  s ta t ion .  


